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Président’

F oﬂowlng isa transcnpl of Presldent Red-
gan’s news conference last night in Washing-
ton, as recorded by The New York Times:

- OPENING STATEMENT
Good evemng. 1 have a few words here be-

fore I take your questiong, just some brief re- "

Eighteép monthis ago, as 1'said last Thurs
day, this, Ad:innistraum) an a secret initf-
ativé to’the Islamic R &u i of Iran, Our

replace a relation-
g of lota,\ hostility with something better;"

ring 4 ne%n {éd énd fo the Iran-Ird
wa:, and tp bring'an end {0 terrorlsm, amﬂ
effect the release of our Rost

why the information was restricted ta ap]gro-
priate Cabinet: officers and those offic al’
with an absoluta need to know.

ceed. The pnnﬂr
whether we shou
exceptions to our arms embargo, as a signal
of our serlous r.ent. Sévera] top advisors op-:

posed the of even a modest shipment olr
defensxve weapons and spare parts to Iran.
Othiers felt ng pro;

1 weighed, their’ views, I' considered: the
risks of failire and the rewards of success,
and I'decided té proceed and the responsi
ity for, the decisio me Operauon Ss
and ine alond.r::

As Mr; Lincoln id ol another Presldentiaj
decision? If it’ tufn: out right; the criticismy
wnu Hot atférg it turng Out wrong, 10 an.

4 | was right will make no differ-

ver:(a‘}
Even some who support our
tive believe it was a mistake to
y weaj q Iran, I understand and I
respect those s, But [ deeply believe m
the correctness o( my decisjon. I was con-
vmced thén, anq am, cog now, mat
while the risks. were gxe t 50, too, was the

potenua} reward;

Iran m the commumty of
respons e nauons, ending its’ panlcxpauon
in political terror, bring an end '~ bris
end to that terrible war and bringing our os~
tages homie, these are the causes that justify
taking risks, In forei%: policy, the presence

isks along t be reason enough not 10
act. There § were risks when we liberated Gre-
nadd, When we went intd Lebanon, when we
aided the Philippines and when we acted.
against Libya. So we'll qommue our efforts, -\,

However; ta elirnmale the widespread but
mistaken perce})don that we have been ex-
changing arms for hostages,} have directed
that ng further saleg of

«thé safety of ol our hostages, I will bé unable to
answer pubucelg Bw. agairty all informauop
will b§ prqvl lo Lha appr ber:
of Congress g

And riow,

inderstand l.hls decision s deeply contro- .
rofoundly disagree with .

arms of any kind be '
~ sent to Iran, I haye further directed that all’

- 'staying conditioned

d make isolated and limn%« i

vance, said that he warits 16, There's beefi no

talk of resignation.
Q. It I may follow up, sir, has he made his

send further arms to Iran?

A. No, there've been no conditions. As l say, "
we didn't discuss that, And, as I've said now,
there is 0 need ta go further with this. The

" missjon was served that nfade us waive tem-

porarily that for that really minuscule

amount of spare parts and the defenswe
a weapons Chris? ‘

. Timlng of Releases

- 3 Mr. President‘ you ave sfated’ flatly,
and you stated flatly a§am tonight, that you
did not trade weapons for hostages, And yet
the record shows that every time an Amer-
fcan hostage was reléased < Jast
this July and again just this very
there had been a major shipment of armg
just before that. Are we'all ta beli
was. ]usé 4 coincidence? o

. Chris, the only thing 1 know about majur
‘shiptnénts of arms is,as I've sald, everything
that we sold them could be put in one cargo
plape and there would be plenty of room leff
over; Now, if there were major shiprients —

. and wa know. this has beert going on; there

v
also privale merchants of such things that

Q Mr. Presfdent, in thé récerit past there *
was an Ad{n istration whose byword was,
watch whal do, not what we say, How
sa Lhe crednbnhty of your own’
tr; in the light of tha prolonged
deception of Congress and the publlc intermg
of your secret, dealings with Iran, the disirts"
formation, the trading of Sacharoff fot Daml-
off? And J'd. like to follow up, -

A.Well Helen, let me take the last one fLrsL
I know you; somie persist in saying that we
traded Sacharoff for Daniloff. We did not. We

“said that we would have no dealings with the

Soviet Union even onr going to Iceland until :
Daniloff was in‘our hands. But to bring it up
{o date on , there was no, deception i
tendés by’ ere was the knowledge that
we were embarking on something that could
be of great ﬂsk e people we were talking
to, taged and. therexore :
l led {0 only {he barest
num fofpe le that h‘? to know, I was not
ing any Iqw An doi Lha 1£ 1§ provided,
[t the samie time 1 have the'
! Cde er Pomfs 1o Gon
proper. Con; jona] commi
teeg on an dction and, defgg it until such tin
as I believe it can sa{ely be done with ng,
to others, And that's why I have ordered in
this coming week the proper committees will
be debriefed q;anu‘mis and we — lhe!re are still
some it t annot go puplic’
&cgu‘éé it w‘l?’t?nr?g ; risk, end er: .
people that are held in, péople that we had
been negotiating We were not negotiat-
ing government to government. We were ned .

- gouat]ng with certain mdwldualq within that

2 .. mission, just as we went, intg

Ty
damag al U prep: Tow ¢0) dis-
avow % inding h?"f'! l’etyou make end
arourd the. lranlqn s epnba
gmng o, tear it up’ :

A No,as [ say, we ar¢ going fo observe that *
and iv's part of the same Treason;.

’y said, we were doing this in mhe

i the

ant help bq‘irig
about. peéca between mose twg countries, a

peace without yictory to either one or defeat, *
and that will recogni e terriforial inté

rity of both. And this is sqmalhtng that one of -

our alhes are seeking alsoi-
But I think

have doing the same thing,
Now, I've seen the stories about a Danish

‘tramp steamer and Danish sailors’ union of: -

ficials talking about their ships taking vari<
ous supplies to Iran. f didn’t know anything
about that till I saw the press on it, because

e cettainly never had any confact with any- |

ing of the kind.
And, so, this — it's j
thing for a particular iission; there was a

. 1isk ‘entailed. And Iran held no hostages;
* Iran did not kidnap anyone, to gur Knowledge,

arid the fact that part of the operation was

- - that we knew, however, that the kidnappers

the people. understan that 2

: someﬂme,s you have to keep a secret in order

to save human liyes and, to'succeed in- the
renada with-

out prior notice, because ther e would have - .

put to risk all of those meén who were going {o:

Shultz Reslgnation Rumors

Q. Mr. Preslde'nt, has Secretary Shultz dis-
cussed his resignation with' you? Have you

. ‘agreed to accept n. or havs you asked mm to

Al Mike, he has never suggested {omein’
our meelings that a resignation — and in fact
plain that he wnu stay as long

he has made
8 nt him, and I want him. So, there’s

never been any discussion there. He 3

that I want him to stay and he has, iha

of our hostages did have some kind of rela-
tioriship in which Iran could at times influ-

ence them — not always, but could influence

h\hem And sd three of our hostages came
ome. :

1t 1’ may foliow!'up, sir? On that-first

point, your owi Chief of Staff, Mr. Regan, has

said Ll’yai the U.S. condoned lsraell shipments .

of arm3 'to Iran, and aren't you, in effect,
“sefiding the very same message you always

. ?:Id you didn’f want t0 send? Aren’t you say-

to tel ronsts, either you, or your state
sponsor,’ ‘which i this case wa; Iran, can gam
fn}‘m the holding, of hos!ag

No, because I' don’t see where the kxd-

“nappers ot the hostage holdérs gained any-

.

" relationship with a country

lh ng They didn’t get anything. They let the
th age ga Now Wwhateve
at bj

ut, I'in just grateful to it
for tie fﬂct that :?by } rén) Asga matter of

fact, if there had not been so much publicity, .

d two more than we were

«
Allles and Arms Embargo

Q Mr. Pres\denl wheén you had the arms

embargo on you were asking other nations,

our allies in particular, to observe it publ:;{iye

But at the same time privately you con
you: were authorizing a breaking that em-

bargo by the United States. How can you jus-

ufy lhls duplicity?

A.Tdon’t think it was dupucny, andaslsa
the so-called violation did not in any way al-
ter the balancg: — military balance — be-

tween the twa countries. But what we wére
aiming for 1 v.hm}: made it worthwhile, and
this was a waiver of our pwn embargo. The
embargo still stays ngw into the future. Bu'.
the causes that I outlingd here in my opening:

statement, first of all to try and éstabl sh a

strategic importance to a péace and every-
thing elsé in the Middle East; at the same
time also to strike a blow against terrorism

and to get our hostages back as we did, and

« thig particular thing wag we felt necessary in

order to make the contacts that we've made
and that could lead to better relations with

. us. And there was a fourth item also as I

© American

pointed out,

Q. Sir, if L may, the polls” show that a lot of
ople just simply don't believe
you. That the one thing thaf you've had going
for you more than anything else in your
Presidency — your credibility — has been se-
verely damaged. Can you repair it? What

© does it mean for the rest of your Presidency?

Secretary of S(ate Georgd P Shullz arriving fpr a meetlng whh P:esldent Reaxnn.
¢

ont your agreeing not to

just that we did some-

ver is_the pressure

e

that is of great -

United Press International

A, Well 1 imagine ¥ i’m Lhe only one ‘around
. who wants to repair it and I didn’t have any-
thing to do with danjaging it.

. Bl

Bil? N
Law on Arhs Shipmerits

Q,Mr Pre en ousay!hatthe equi
‘ment which was shi ped didn’t alter Lhe mnll-
tary balance, yet, several things — we under-

stand that theére were a thousand TOW anti-
: tank missiles shipped by the U.S. The U.S. ap-
. parently condoned shipments by Israel and
other nations of other quantities of arms as
‘an ancillary part of thi$ deal — not diréctly
connected, but had tg condoné it or the ship<
ments could not have gone forward. Sir, o
how can yqu say that it cannot alter the mili-
ar{ And how can you say, sir, that
it didn’t break the lay when the National Se-
curity Act of 1977 plainly talks about timely
notification of Congress and also, sir, stipu-
_lateg Lhagnnheha ioha) security requires se-.
[ the President is still required to advise
Lhe leadexshlp and Lhe cha:rman of the inwl«
said her

Bill, everythinj is

1§ you've ..
- based on a supposition that,is false'}‘We did

* 'not condope, and"do_not condone, the ship-
ountries. And —=

" ment of arms from othy
that you made

what? was' the othér point;

Q About the antifank missilés, sir.

, 110, about the — that it didn’t violate
= Lhat it did violate the law. No, as I said, the
Presxdenl, belfeve it or not, does have the
power if, in his beliel. national security can

served. to waive the provisions of that law
ag well as to defer the notificat; q of

&r&ss o
might think that a thousand antitank missiles
was enough to alter the balance of lha( war?
A Thisis a purely defensive weapon. Itisa
shoulder-carried weapon, and we don’t think
that — in this defensive thing we didn’t add to
any offensive power on thé part of Iran. We
Know that Iraq has already announced that
they would be willing to settle the conflict, ag
we've said, with no winners or losers, pnd
that and the other parts happen to be spare
parts for an antiaircraft Hawk batfery. And,
as [ say, all of those weapons could yery
easily be carried in one mission. i

fow I think, Charles, f

_‘The Role'of Israel

3 i .
* Q. Mr.. President, I don't think it's still
clear eust what Israel’s role was in this, the
questions that have been asked about a con-

_doned shipment. We do understand that the
Israelis sent a shipment in 1985 and there’s
also reports that it was the Israelis that con-

it possﬂ)?e tHat" the rra

'

tacted your Administration and sugﬁsted,
you

that you make contact with Iran. Coul
explain what the Israeli role was here?
ause we, as I say, have nothing to
do with other ¢ountries or their shipment of
-arms or doing what they’re doing. And no, as
a matter of fact, the first ideas about the need
to restord relations between Iran and the
United States or the Western world, for that

. matter, actually began before your Admmis-

tratiort was here. But from the very first, if

you look dowi the road at what could happen
and perhaps a change of government there,
that ‘it was abso!uwly vital to the Westem

s News Conference on Forelgn and Domes‘uo

world and to the hopes for peace m the Mid-" *

dle East and all, for us to be trying to estab-
lish this’ relationshnp. And we ‘worked, we
started about 18 months ago really, as we
began tp find out some individuals that might
bé possnble for us to deal with and who also
were looking at the probability of a further
accident.

“Trudy?.

" The Iranian Moderates

Q The contacts that you're suggesung are
with moderates in the Iranian Government,
and in tha Iranian system. Barry Goldwater
tonight said in hjs judgment there are no
moderales in Iran. I don't mean to suggest
tHat there may nqt be, but how did you know
that you were reachmg the moderates? And
How do you define a moderate in that kind of
a govemment?

Well, again, you're asking guestions that
1 cannot get into with regard to the answers.
But believe me, we had information that led
us to believe that there is a — there are fac-
tions within Iran, and many of them with an
eye toward the fact that they think sooner
rather v.hgn later there is going t0 be a
change | vernment there. And there’s
great ssatls action among the people in
Iran. Trudy?

Q Mr Presldent. can we turn to you and
Soviet relations for a moment please?

ATdbe delighed.
| Ariis Negotlations

Q. The chief arms negotiator, Max Kam-
pelman, says that as a result of your meeting
with Mr, Gorbachev in Iceland that there in-
deed were substantial results in agreements.
But the! leadership’of the, Soviet Union say
that there were no results — nothing
,— and the area is widely scattered still. How
 do'you propose in your term — in the remain-

‘der of your term — to close the gap for an

j N Well Trudy, the thing is about that situa-

‘tion — and not why as I said — all the agree-
ments_or the apparent places where we
agreed at Reykjavek are on the table now
with our arms negotiators in Geneva. And for
the first time- theré was an agreement
reached on the desirability of eliminating all
“strategid nuclear missiles in a fiye-year
period and then dealing with the intermedi-

afe-range inissiles in Germany. And just be-"

fore the meeting broke up was the first time
— it had always been our purpose, and was
our purpose when we went there, to se¢ if this
- these are the destabilizing weapons these
are the weapons that people in their mind can
picture someone pushes a button anda lot of
places blow up. And we always thought that if
we could make a start on those, the destabl-
lizing missiles, and then we could work on to
the other nuclear weapons — bombs carried
by airpldnes and so forth.

An we had gone there with the express

se of seeing if we could arrive at some
of a settlenent on one or the other of
Lhese other two missiles talks. And it was just
before the meeting broke up that for the first
time they : sugg_sted that they were falking
about all, we:
just the olhers Well, there was not timeé for
us to discuss them — !hns new force that was
in there. Byt 1 think Mr. Kampelman ‘was
s&ym right. That — I just call Lo your atten-
tion that never in the history of the Soviet
a Soviet leader ever publicly pro-
posed el{minating - weapons they already
have And this Soviet leader has. He has
talked actually of totally eliminating them,
and so Lhe only thing I can say to this is T
know they’re d:mcult to deal with, but all 1
can say y're still at the table in Geneva,
proposals are still there, s0 l continue
m be optimistic.

Q I just want to follow up. Do you think
*'you're going to sée > Mr. Gorbachev again dur-
ing your tefm? Or do you think he’s thinking
that he’ll 'wait for the next President to ne-
gotiate an arms-control agreement?

A. Well, [ have to — I have to believe
there's reason for optimism becayse he him-
self suggeste3 the Iceland meeting as a fore-
runner fo the summit that was supposed to
take place in the United States. And all I can
.do is recall that when the Soviets some time
"ago got up and walked out of the Geneva

arms meetings because we' were installing,

the medium-range — the Pershings and the
Cruise missiles in Europe — and they walked
out and sald “That does it,” but they came

Q Do you have a date to meet him again?
A. No, that's what we're waiting for, is for
them o give us a date.

quber of Shipments

Q Mr. Pres:den! going back over your an-
swers tonight about the arms shipments and
numbers over them, are you telling us to-
night that the only shipments with which we
were involyed were the one or two that fol-
lowed you# Jan. 17 findings and that what-
ever your aides have said on background or
on the record, there were no other shipments
with which gme U.S. condoned?
A. That's right. I'm saying nothing but the
missiles that we sold. And remember, they’re

too many ple that are saying “‘gave.”
They bought them.
Andrea. '

Voo
Notification on Shipments
QMr. Presidep!, to follow up on that, we've

g positive

s — nuclear, wéapons, not -

WASHINGfoN, Nov. 19 — Presl-

signed to help hungry and homeless
people to see if they were sufficient.
At his news conference, devoted al-
most exclusively to foreign affairs,
Mr. Reagan was asked how he would
respond to local officials and com-
munity groups who said they needed-
moére help fmm the Federal Govern-
ment to care for the homeless.

“I think that in things of that kind,
we are still spending more than has
ever been spent before, lryiniw help
the needy,” Mr. Reagan

“Fll be very pl leased to look intd
that particular facet and see if there

., is some snafu there, but i don’t think

A1d for Needy to Be Revxewed

Special to The New York Times .

fy
50, he added.

Further, Mr. Reagan said, ‘“Many
of these programs are being under-
taken at a state and the local level,
and with the aid of Federal fmanc-
N

ji

%Ir Reagan then commented on
the situation of a low-income family
living in New York City.

“I"just read this morning in the

paper about a needy family in New
York that s being Put up in a hotel,
and the cost to welfare just for the
rent of the hotel was $37,000 a year,"
Mr. Reagar said. “And I wonder why
[y doésn’t build them a house
for $37,000.f The comment appeared
to be a reference to an editorial today
in The New York Times.

i chqnﬁmg
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Issues )

. I
beeh told by the &tiief of dtaft, Déy a‘kégaﬂ,
that we condoned, this Governmen con- |
< doried, an Israell shipment in Séptember of ¥
xsss shortly before the. releasé of hostage *i &

Benjarnin Weir, That was four months before ;" n
‘your intelligence filing on Jan, 17 that you say’* ,
gave you the legal authority nat fo notu‘Fy‘ Con-

59, Can you clear that up with why we”) i ,
were ‘not, why this Govemmen& wag not in =5
Violation of its arms embarga and of the not}.'{
gecauon to- Congress for having. condoned, "

merican-made weapons shipped to lran in q 11
ptember of 19857
' “A.No, P've, I never heard Mr, Regan say .':
that.'And 'l 'ask hif about that because we. 5,5
believe in- the’ embargo and-as I say, we o3
waived it for a specific purpose, In 1ace, wnh s
lour goals in mlnd. !

q Can 1 ]us& follow y you up on that. sm be "-’
cause, what is unclear to, I think; many pec-

le in thd American public, is’ why. if you are * u
saymg tonight that there will be no further o
arms shfpments to Iran, why you won't can- I
cel the Jan. 17th intelligence findings, so that "‘
you can put to rest any suggestion that you 3
might, again, without notification and in cor- “3
plefe secrecy, and perhaps with thé obji jection X
of some of your Cabinet members, continyle’
m shnp weapons if you think that it i§ necgs:

A. No, this =
that, bt at Lhe
we'ré goiny
ings with

‘e have no mfenuon of domg,_
ame flme we are hopeful au‘?
able to continue our meet- ",
ese people, these individualg, ,
% But you won't cancel the lntemgence;
findings? . a1
don't kitow whether it's called for or. »;
wheLher Thave to wait until we've reported to
Congress and all. I don't know just what the=- =
. technicality legally is on. Lhat.

Amerlecan Publlt; Opiqloﬁ'

Q. Mr. President why do you thmk. the

straleyc position notwithstariding, the Amer-
ican people would evér support weapons to
the Ayatollah Khomeini?

A, We weren't giving them to Lhe Ayafollahe 2
Khoreind. It's a strange situation, as I say.«'d
We were dealing with mdwidu 1s, and we be-
lieve that some of tHose ~ ~/and some of those
individuals are in government in’ posmony "
in government — but it was not a meeting, of-'3 ¥
ficfally, of the United States head of state and ‘ N
the Iranian head of state. But thesé’ peopls, «
we believed, and their closengss, to_the Irau‘\
military, was such that this was’ fecegsary to
let them know, No. 1, that'we, were seri ug *’
and sincere in our etfgrt about good rela
50 that they were dealiig with the hiead 't
ot government over here, that, this wasn'ty
sométhing coming out of some agency or b by
reau — that [ was behind it. .

Q. Well, sir; if that's the case, some havet|y
asked that if Libya ocu:f!ed ag strategic a 2
position as Iran did, woul yw Lhen arm Qad-, *.
daft and bomb Khomeini? n

A 1 know that's & — believe me, that's.32
about as hypothetical a question’ as anyone;»d
i could imagine. The situations are quité dit~ <5
ferent.

Swapping for l{ostages

L QMr. Presldent, yng ve_sam oi'were. »!

_swapping, or you riot think ‘you Wwere ”

, swapping, arms for hostages. But did it ever - -

, occur to you, or did it never océur o ou, that*

" certainly the Iram?ns would see jt that way- 3¢

' and that the} take it ag an n;ducemenb

o take more hosmges esﬁedally in 1ght of s
e fact that they've re! eased t e aken "
ree more?

- A. To the best of our knowledgé, Ir :

notown or have authority over l}r\f Hezboll@?

They cannof order them ta do 50 If 15

apparent that, they evjdeml;s hi

some persuasion — and th

at

say, the Iranian Government had 41
no hostages and they bought a shipment from R
us'and we, in turn — I might as well telt you-{s
_that we in turn had said when they wantéd toT
“kind of know our, our position"and”whethérs#1
wa were trustworthy and all of this, we fold=33
them that we were — we did not want to do
business with any nation that opealy backed
terrorism. And they gave us, mrormation tha; A
they did not,

And they said also that they had some e
dence that there has been  lessening of thi
on the part of — of the Khomeini and the Goy-
ernment, and that they had made some o
progress. As a matter ul fact; some individui-»2
.als associated with termrisé acts had been
“put in prisorf there. And so that' was when we'' 2
:said, ‘Well, there's a very edsy Way fof yous S
to verify that, if that's the way you feel,
lhey’re being held hostage in Lebanon.

H!

Q 1t I can follow up, if yoqr arms shm-
ments had ho effect on the release'of the hog-"*
tages, thén how do you explain the releasé of ™=
the hostages at the same time that the shnp-
ments were coming

A. Well, | said. lhat the tte,  5aid t
them that there wag so eLhmg ' they could d
to. show their sincerity and if they really
meant it that they were not in favor of back-
ing terrdrists, they could begin b; 'y releasing
our hostages; And as a ‘matter of fact, I be«- »
licve and have, reason o belleve” that we.-@
would have had all five of them by this lastsi>
weekenid had'it not been for the attendantd
confusion that arose here in thé reporting. u( B

You don't have your red mmen. R

P
Publlcity on }{ostages

'. es

Q. On that point, you said earlier and you se
said just now again that, but for the publicity,
twao other hostages would have beett returneds:d
home by now. Asiyou know, the publicity:w3
began in a Syrian, pro-Syrian magazine in''2t
Lebanon. M{ ‘question i, therefore, are you’ -
suggesting that someone who was a party {d'i'2
this sabotaged it by dehberaung leakmg Lham’
original report? '

A. To our best mrormauon. th Teak camié ! 'B
from a person in 5ovemment in Iran and notiug
one of the people that weé were dealing with; =0
someone that would bé more hostile to usfq

And that individual gave thé story to the.t |

magaziné and the magazine Lhen printed !he"«'
story Lhere in Beirut.

y Pollcy on Nlcaragua .

Q. Mr. Presidént, therg hag béen an obviols 1o
tilt in policy toward- Iran, from refusing (9,53
deal with a terrorist slave - e‘{en sending.
weapons as a gesture of good wilf, Would you
consider, in the name of the same geopolitl- -
cal’ interest” that you, invoked: with - Iranj,
your policy tpwards Nicaragua? . i
d 1 helieve that I've answered that sy
drbosi

~



“Transcrlpt of PreS1dent fop

q n, I think, more than dnce hera t.
19, 3 we sml hold to our position, and Iran, gffi-
cially, is still on our list of nations that have
been supporting terrorism, But m. talking
about the people that we were doing business
with, and they gave us iadication and evi-
dence that that policy was changing. And so,
as I said, to give them more prestige and
m\’xscle there, where they were, we made this
sale

Q. Mr. Pres:dent, would you copsider
breakmg diplomatic refations with Nicara-
gua 1o increase the pressure on the Sandin-
ista; Government?

As No, we have not thought ot that. And we

still believe very much in supporting the cons
tras because we believe in the contras'cause. |
The contras have made it plain that they — |
all they seek is to be able to put enough pres-
surg on the Sandinista Government for that '
Government to negotiate wi them. and the !
people of Nicaragua for the kind of govern-
meng that they all, together, had promised
when they were, fighting the revolution
-against the Somoza dictatorship, And it was
the inistas who, as ist groups
usually do, simiply, when the revolution was
uver they did everything they could to get rid
tf\e\r fellow revolutionaries, and they
sewed power and creatéd a tolalitarian com-
‘munist state, Now, the Sandinistas — or the
con(ras ~ have neverrgroposed overthrow-
'the Government, ey have repeatedly
ol‘ ered and said, we simply want to be able to
negotiate and get — have  chance to have
the’goveérnment installéd that we've prom-
ised the Organizanon Qf,’émericqn States we
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were fighting for. So, I think we contmue to
help them, but we belleve that there is a
value in mamlammg relations that g:ves usa
listening post in Nicaragua. i

A Defensive Presidency

Q. Mr., President, there is a’ mood in Wa-
shigton tonight of a President whq i$ very
much beleaguered, very much on the defen-
sive, Why don’t you seize the offensive by giv-
ing your Secretary of State a vote of confi-
dence declaring that all future coveit activi-
ties will have his support and by shaking up
the National Security Council in such a way
as to satisfy the concerns in Congress that it
has been running a para-military operation

out of the basement of the White House in~

defiance of the State Depanmenl and the
Congress.

A. The State Department and thé Secretary -

of State was involved, the director of the
C.LA. was involved in what we were doing.
And, as 1 said before, there are cerfain laws
in which for certain actions 1 would not have
been able to keep them as secref as they
were, But these people yoy've mentioned
have been involved, They know what was
going on, And, I don’t see that the action that
you, have suggested is called for but what
you've disappointed me the most in is sug-

- gesting that I sound defensive up here. I've

Just been Lr{mg t0 answer all of your ques-
tians as well as I can. And I don’t feel that I
have anything to defend about at all. With the
circunstances the way they were, the dect-
sion I made [ still believe was the correct
decision. And 1 believe that we achieved
some: pomon of our goals.

T/ VY 2

i
More Hostage Releases

Q. Mr. President do you believe thaw any of’

. V ¢ L AANL
x; St

Q Mr President 1 believe you may have

been slightly in error describing a TOW as a

_the additiona] hostages wili be
A. T have to believe that.
* Q.- During any of these discussions with

your Administration wag there ever any hint -

or suggest that these weapons might be uséd
to topple the Ayatollah?

No, and I don’t see in any way how that
could be with the particular things we wére
using. 1 don't see where the Ayatollah could
be a logical target for an antiaircraft missile
or even for a tow missile for that matter.

AldtoIran

Q. Mr. President, you made an exception to
the arms embargo when you thought it was in
the U.S, interests to da so. Why shouldn’t

other: nations send weapons to Iran when-

they think it’s in their interests?
A, Wel), I would like to see the. indlcatlpn as

"tohow it could be in their interest. I know that

there are other nations that feel as we da that
the Western world should be trying to find an
avenue (0 get Iran back where it once was
and that is in the family of democrati¢ na-
tions and the family of nations that want
peace in the Middle East and Sf forth
Q. Mr. President, if I may follow up, how
does shipgmg weapons to Iran help bring
them back into the coniinunity of natigns.
You've acknowledged that you were dealing
with only a small portion of ... -
A. T'was talking of strengthening a articu-
lar up who needed the prestige that that
d give them who needed that bargaining
power themselves within, their own ranks.
Jerry? - . Frgn -_‘
- &,

“ground weapon — 1@

d weapon. It's a ground-to-

weapon, byt that’s beside the point. TOW’s
are used to destroy tanks.

wA. Yes 1 know, Jerry\ l koow it's a tank
Q 1 don't think it’s ﬁred from your shoul-

A. Wen, now if 1 have been misinforred,
. then I will yield on that. But it was my under-
standing that that is a man-carried Weapon,

and we have a number of other shoulder-
= borne weapons, .

Q. 1did have'a question Lhough
A. You mean that wasn’t a questjon?

Q. No sir, I thought I knew what a TOW ~
was, I just wanted to ask you, what would be
wrong at this stage of the game, since everyt-"

ning seems to have gone wrong that could
possibly go wrong, like the Murphy law, the

Reagan law, the O'Leary law this week, What,

would be wrong with saying that a mistake
was made on a very high risk gamble and
that — so that you can get on with the next
two years?

A."Because I don't think a mistake was
made, It was a high-risk gamble and it was a
gamble that was, ag I've said, T believe the

- circumstances warranted. And I don't see

that it has been a fiasco or a great failure of
any kind, We still have those contacts, we still
have made some ground, we got our hostages
back — three of them. So I think that what we
did was rlght‘ and we're gomg to continue on
this path.

Q. Mr. President, thisia a comprehenswe‘
+; question, would '

pl lease -
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eye is”the shoulder .

- welfare just

or Rlsmg'Homeless

Q. Sir, this is aquestfon lhat will not wait.
1's. cold wedther out there and a growing
number of hungry and cold people are home-

+less in all of ouf cities, And these volunteers .

that you urged td take part in this and try to
help have now made their survegs acrosd the
nation. They'va come back and sald: “We
can't feed the hungry and take care of the
homeless by ourselves, We've glt {o have
Federal help.”” You have no policy jn the
White House, 1 befievd, to do this, and you're
now just leaving qm to local judgment and
local groups. They can’ } take care of it. Won't .
you please give us a federally coordinated .
program with long:t -term planning? :

A 1think that in things of that kind, we are
still spending more than has ever been spent
before, trying fo help the needy. I'll be very
pleased to look info that particular facet and
‘see if there i3 some snafu there, but I don't
think so. But'I do think that many of these
programs are being undertaken by the state

* and'the local level and with the aid of Federal

financing. But I'll logk into it.

Q: They're doing a great job, sir, but they
simply say theniselves — the churches, the
fonprofits: “We can't do it sufficiently, the
number i3 growing so rapidly. We've got to
have Federal help.’”

A. 1 — well, what I'm saying, I'm gmng to
fmd out’ because I think and believe that
there i3 such help. I just read thig morning in
the paper about a needy family in New York
that {3 being put up in a hotel and the cost to

P or the rent of the hotet room is
$370(Nl a'year. And 1 wonder why somebody
doesref: buxld them a hcuse for $37, 000\ s}ﬂ




